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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This action is responsive to communications: Amendment, filed 05/1 5/2006. 

2. Claims 1 and 3-17 are pending in the case. Claims 1 and 8 are independent 
claims. Claim 2 has been cancelled. 

Claim Rejections • 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 1-17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Interwoven (hereinafter "Interwoven"), "XML in a Content Infrastructure: 
Conducting Business on the Web", copyright 2001, Interwoven, in view of 
Christel, etal. (hereinafter "Christel"), "XSLT for Tailored Access to a Digital 
Video Library", copyright June 2001, ACM. 

Independent claim 1 cites: A method of defining a customizable asset 
metadata file usable by a web-based asset management application, comprising: 

a. providing an asset metadata template for an asset type in an Extensible 
Markup Language ("XML") schema file, the XML schema file comprising a description of 
metadata fields and corresponding field type and field length for the asset type, and a 
specifier to signify at least one of (a) whether a field is optional or searchable or both or 
(b) whether an asset can be handled by a media player through the browser, 
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Christel teaches a system for managing the asset metadata of a digital video library 
using XML schema specifying field length and type as well as XSL asset metadata 
stylesheets (p. 294, Sect. 3.1). While Christel does not explicitly teach an asset 
metadata template for capturing metadata, Interwoven teaches an XML asset metadata 
template for capturing metadata (p. 4-5, Sect. 1.2, Figure 2, and Example 1). 
Interwoven teaches a description of metadata fields in the XML schema file for the 
template and a specification of field type (p. 13, Sect. 4, and Example 4). 

Christel teaches that the schema uses the Dublin Core framework which can be 
used to signify whether a field is optional or searchable or both, as was well known in 
the art at the time of the invention (p. 298, Sect. 4, Col. 1, par. 2-4). Christel discloses a 
schema designating an optional field at p. 294, col. 2, par. 2-5, see In. <element 
type="score" maxOccurs-T />...and the passage: These schema definitions limit 
"score" to appearing at most once for each document... Therefore, Christel designates 
the field "score" as optional by specifying a specific "maxOccurs" value. 
Further, Christel discloses specifying whether a field is searchable because Christel 
discloses the use of a relevance score field for searching (p. 295, col. 2, par. 1). 
Further, Christel discloses an XSL style sheet designating a searchable field at p. 294, 
col. 2-p. 295, col. 1 . Christel teaches that the schema specifies whether an asset can 
be handled by a media player through the browser, by specifying the media format, for 
example. The attached reference "Using Dublin Core", Hillman, issued July 6, 2000, 
Dublin Core Metadata Initiative, at 

http://dublincore.org/documents/2000/07/16/usageguide; describes in detail the Dublin 
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Core metadata framework which was well known in the art at the time of the invention. 
For example, the Format element of the Dublin Core framework includes the media-type 
of the resource and may be used to determine the software, hardware, or other 
equipment needed to display or operate the resource (Hillman, p. 9, sect. 4.13). 

Claim 1 also cites: b. providing an XSL asset creation process stylesheet file that 
can be used with an XML schema file, the XSL asset creation process stylesheet file 
adapted to traverse the XML schema file and create a form displayed in a user interface 
based on a field specified in the XML schema file; and 

Christel teaches an XSLT implementation to create a user interface based on the XML 
schema (p. 294-295, Sect. 3.1). While Christel does not explicitly teach creating a form, 
Interwoven teaches the use of XSL with an XML schema file to create a form, as would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention, 
Interwoven does not explicitly teach the implementation of the XSL transformation 
(XSLT) used to create the form based on the XML schema file. 

Claim 1 also cites: c. providing an XSL asset metadata layout stylesheet, the 
XSL asset metadata layout stylesheet further comprising an XSL asset metadata 
display definition for an asset type in the XSL asset metadata layout stylesheet 
Christel teaches an XSL stylesheet for asset metadata layout with display definitions for 
asset types (p. 294-295, Sect. 3.1). 

Both Christel and Interwoven are directed toward the management of asset 
metadata using XML and XSL. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time of the invention to apply Interwoven to Christel, so that the user would 
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have the benefit of an easy to use interface that allows users to enter content into form 
fields and then automatically output the content in XML (Interwoven, p. 4, par. 5). 

Regarding dependent claims 3-5, Christel teaches XML schema specifying 
field length and type for multiple asset types as well as XSL asset metadata stylesheets 
(p. 294, Sect. 3.1). Christel teaches multiple schema files associated with asset types, 
for example schema to enhance views with match data (p. 295, Sect. 3.2). 

Regarding dependent claim 6, Christel teaches XSL with layout information 
useful for displaying metadata for a specified asset (p. 294-295, Sect. 3.1). 

Regarding dependent claim 7, while Christel does not explicitly teach layout 
information including a designator indicative of which fields should be displayed to a 
user creating or modifying asset metadata, Interwoven teaches asset locking models 
indicating which fields can be edited or displayed to a user (p. 10, Sect. 3.1, "Locking"). 
Interwoven also teaches versioning for parallel development and update of assets (p. 
1 1 , par. 3.3). Compare to the layout information further comprises a designator 
indicative of which fields should be displayed to a user that is creating a new asset or 
modifying an existing assets metadata. 

Regarding independent claim 8, the limitations "a" through "c" of claim 8 are 
substantially similar to limitations "a" through "c" of claim 1 and are rejected along the 
same rationale. Claim 8 also adds limitation "d" which cites: 

d. a web-based application adapted to utilize the asset metadata XML schema 
file and the XSL asset creation process stylesheet file when performing an XSL 
transformation that displays an input form for a user to enter asset metadata 
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information. 

While Christel teaches a web based application for managing the asset metadata of a 
digital video library using XML schema and XSL asset metadata stylesheets, Christel 
does not explicitly teach displaying an input form for a user to enter asset metadata 
information. However, Interwoven teaches an XML asset metadata template for 
capturing metadata from a user via a form interface (p. 4-5, Sect. 1 .2, Figure 2, and 
Example 1). Both Christel and Interwoven are directed toward the management of 
asset metadata using XML and XSL. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill 
in the art at the time of the invention to apply Interwoven to Christel, so that the user 
would have the benefit of an easy to use interface that allows users to enter content into 
form fields and then automatically output the content in XML (Interwoven, p. 4, par. 5). 

Regarding dependent claim 9, claim 9 is directed to substantially similar 
subject matter as claimed in dependent claim 3, and is rejected along the same 
rationale. 

Regarding dependent claim 10, while Christel teaches a metadata field for 
defined assets of a specific asset type, Christel does not explicitly teach user 
manipulation of stored metadata. Interwoven teaches the use of metadata 
recommendation system with XML Query, allowing user manipulation of stored 
metadata. Both Christel and Interwoven are directed toward the management of asset 
metadata using XML and XSL. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time of the invention to apply Interwoven to Christel, so that the user would 
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have the benefit of an easy to use interface that allows users to enter content into form 
fields and then automatically output the content in XML (Interwoven, p. 4, par. 5). 

Regarding dependent claim 11, while Christel does not explicitly teach data 
manipulation, Interwoven teaches workflow for content manipulation including both 
review and modification (p. 10-11, Sect. 3.2). Both Christel and Interwoven are directed 
toward the management of asset metadata using XML and XSL. It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to apply Interwoven 
to Christel, so that the user would have the benefit of an easy to use interface that 
allows users to enter content into form fields and then automatically output the content 
in XML (Interwoven, p. 4, par. 5). 

Regarding dependent claim 12, Christel teaches data validation of metadata in 
and the storage of asset metadata in an XML database (p. 293, Sect. 2, Col. 1 , par. 5 
and Col. 2, par. 3). 

Regarding dependent claim 13, while Christel does not explicitly teach that the 
XML database contains collections of asset types per customer, Interwoven teaches an 
XML database with segregation of content into branches and separate work areas for 
users (p. 7, Sect. 2.1). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of the invention that the separated content could comprise a list of asset 
metadata files, and that the content could also be segregated per customer, i.e., user. 
Both Christel and Interwoven are directed toward the management of asset metadata 
using XML and XSL. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention to apply Interwoven to Christel, so that the user would have the 
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benefit of an easy to use interface that allows users to enter content into form fields and 
then automatically output the content in XML (Interwoven, p. 4, par. 5). 

Regarding dependent claim 14, while Christel teaches the query of an 
Informedia database with XML results that are validated and data typed via an XML 
schema (p. 293-294, Fig. 7, p. 294, Col. 1, par. 1), Christel does not explicitly teach 
allowing a user to search for assets based on the metadata defined in the XML schema 
for that asset type. However, Interwoven teaches searching XML using XQuery (p. 16, 
par. 4). Both Christel and Interwoven are directed toward the management of asset 
metadata using XML and XSL. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time of the invention to apply Interwoven to Christel, so that the user would 
have the benefit of an easy to use interface that allows users to enter content into form 
fields and then automatically output the content in XML (Interwoven, p. 4, par. 5). 

Regarding dependent claims 15-16, Christel teaches display of asset metadata 
in a GUI using the XML file and XSLT (p. 295, Col. 2) for example, relevance, 
description of asset, etc. The schema file is used to access the asset for display. 

Regarding dependent claim 17, Christel teaches previewing the assets at a 
display using the browser (p. 295, Fig. 8). 

Response to Arguments 

5. Applicant's arguments filed 05/15/2006 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. While applicant argues that Christel does not disclose the limitation a 
specifier to signify at least one of (a) whether a field is optional or searchable or both or 
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(b) whether an asset can be handled by a media player through the browser, (Remarks, 
p. 7), Christel does disclose specifying whether a field is optional or searchable or both. 
Applicant's Specification discloses the following definition of specifying an optional field, 
using a schema: "For example, a field may be designated as optional by specifying a 
specific value such as 'minOccurs' and 'maxOccurs'..." (p. 6, par. 32, 1. 3-5). Christel 
discloses a schema designating an optional field at p. 294, col. 2, par. 2-5, see In. 
<element type="score" maxOccurs="1" />...and the passage: These schema definitions 
limit "score" to appearing at most once for each document... Therefore, Christel 
designates the field "score" as optional by specifying a specific "maxOccurs" value. 

Further, Christel discloses specifying whether a field is searchable because 
Christel discloses the use of a relevance score field for searching (p. 295, col. 2, par. 1). 
Further, Christel discloses an XSL style sheet designating a searchable field at p. 294, 
col. 2-p. 295, col. 1. 

While applicant argues lists the three criteria to establish a prima facie case of 
obviousness (Remarks, p. 6, par. 3), applicant does not actually argue that any of the 
three criteria were not met in the previous rejections for obviousness. Instead, 
applicant's arguments appear to focus on the preamble of independent claim 1 , A 
method of defining a customizable asset metadata file usable by a web-based asset 
management application, comprising... (Remarks, p. 6-7). In response to applicant's 
arguments, the recitation has not been given patentable weight because the recitation 
occurs in the preamble. A preamble is generally not accorded any patentable weight 
where it merely recites the purpose of a process or the intended use of a structure, and 
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where the body of the claim does not depend on the preamble for completeness but, 
instead, the process steps or structural limitations are able to stand alone. See In re 
Hirao, 535 F.2d 67, 190 USPQ 15 (CCPA 1976) and Kropa v. Robie, 187 F.2d 150, 
152, 88 USPQ 478, 481 (CCPA 1951). 

Further, both Christel and Interwoven do disclose a method of defining a 
customizable asset metadata file, since at least the individual fields of each metadata 
file may be customized. While both Christel and Interwoven use standard metadata 
schemes, the metadata files themselves are customizable, and the use of a standard 
metadata schema does not mean that a file may not be customized, for example 
Christel teaches, using this common metadata framework as a foundation, more 
specific metadata could be added to more accurately describe resources in particular 
video collections (p. 293, col. 1, par. 1). 



Conclusion 

6. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
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the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Amelia Rutledge whose telephone number is 571-272- 
7508. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday 9:30 - 6:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Heather Herndon can be reached on 571-272-4136. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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